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LETTER 


Addressed to the people of England by Right Honorable 
William Pitt, Earl of Chatham. 
« Pure religion and undefiled before God and the Father is 


this, to visit the fatherless and widows in their afflictions, and 
to keep one’s self unspotted from the world.” 








—_— 


Gentlemen— Whoever takes & view of the world, will 
find, that what the greatest part of mankind have agreed 
to call religion, has been only some outward exercise, es- 
teemed sufficient to work a reconciliation with God. It 
has moved them to build temples, slay victims, offer up 
sacrifices, to fast and feast, to petition and thank, to laugh 
and cry, to sing and sigh, by turns; but it has not yet 
been found sufficient to induce them to break off an amour, 
to make restitution of ill-gotten wealth, or to bring the 
passions and appetites to a reasonable subjection. Differ 
asmuch as they may in Opinion, concerning what they 
ought to believe, or in what manner they ought to serve 
God, as they call it; yet they all agree in gratifying their 
appetites. The same passion reigns eternally in all coun- 
tries and in all ages; Jew and Mahometan, the Christian 
and the Pagan, the Tartar and the Indian, all kinds of 
men, who differ in almost every thing else, universally 
agree with regard to their passions. If there be any differ- 
ence among them, it is this, that the more superstitious, 
they are always the more vicious; and the more they be- 
lieve, the less they practise. This is a melancholy con- 
sideration to a good mind. It isa truth, and certainly, 
above all things, worth our while to inquire into. We 
will therefore probe the wound, and search to the bottom ; 
we will lay the axe to the root of the tree, and show you 
the true reason why men go on sinning and repenting, and 
sinning again, through the whole course of theirlives : and 
‘se reason is, because they have been taught, mest wick- 
edly taught, that religion and wictue are two things abso- 
lutely distinct; that the deficiency of the one might be 
supplied by the sufficiency of the other; and that what 
you Want in virtue, you must make upinreligion. But 
this religion, so dishonorable to God, and so pernicious to 
men, is worse than atheism; for atheism, though it takes 
away one great motive to support virtue in distress, yet 
itfurnishes no man with arguments to be vicious: but su- 
perstition, or what the world means by“religion, is the 
greatest possible encouragement to vice, by setting up 
something as religion, which shall atone and commute for 
the want of virtue. This is establishing iniquity by a law, 
the highest law ; by authority, the highest authority ; that 
of God himself. We complain of the vices of the world, 
and of the wickedness of men, without searching into the 
true cause. Itis not because they are wicked by nature, 
for that is both false and impious; but because, to serve 
the purposes of their pretended soul-savers, they have 
been carefully taught that they are wicked by nature, and 
cannot help continuing so. It would have been impossi- 
ble for men to have been both religious and vicious, had 
religion been made to consist wherein alone it does con- 
sist; and had they been always taught, that true religion 
#s the practice of virtue in obedience to the will of God, 
Who presides over all things, and will finally make every 
inan happy who does his duty. 

The single opinion in religion, that all things are so well 
made by the Deity, that virtue is its own reward, and that 
happiness will ever arise froin acting according to the rea- 
son of things; or that God, ever wise and good, will pro- 
vide some extraordinary happiness for those who suffer 
for virtue’s sake; is enough to support a man under all 
difficulties, to keep him steady to his duty, and to enable 
Him to stand as firm as arock, amidst all the charms of 
Applause, profit and honor. But this religion of reason, 
Which all men are capable of, has been neglected and con- 
demned, and another set up, the natural consequences of 
Which have puzzled men’s understandings, and debauched 
their morals, more than all the lewd poets and atheistical 
Philosophers that ever infested the world: for instead of 
being taught, that religion consists in action, or obedience 
to the eternal moral law of God, we have been most 
gravely and venerably told, that it consists in the belief 
wane opinions, which we could form no idea of, or 
r _Wwere contrary to the clear perceptions of our minds 

! which had no teudency to make us either wiser or bet- 





ter, or, which is much worse, had & manifest tendency to 
make usimmoral. And this belief, this impious belief 
arising from imposition on one side, and from want of ex- 
amination on the other, has been called by the sacred 
uame of religion; whereas real apd genuine religion con- 
sists in knowledge and obedience. ‘We know there is a 
God; and we know his will; whiet is, that we should do 
all the good we can; and we are £ sured, from his perfec- 
tions, that we shall find our own good in sodoing. And 
what would we have more? Are we, after such inquiry, 
and in an age full of liberty, children still? And cannot 
we be quiet, unless we have holy remances, sacred fables 
and traditionary tales to amuse us in an idle hour, and to 
give rest to our souls, when our follies and vices will not 
suffer us to rest? 

You have been taught, iadeed, that right belief, or or- 
thodoxy, will, like charity, cover a multitude of sins; but 
be not deceived ; belief of, or mere assentto the truth of 
propositions upon evidence, is net a virtue, nor unbelief a 
vice ; faith is not a voluntary act, itdoes not depend upon 
the will; every man must believe or disbelieve, whether 
he will or not, according as evidence appears to him. If, 
therefore, men, however dignified or distinguished, com- 
mand us to believe, they are guilty of the highest folly 
and absurdity, because it is out of our power; but if they 
command us to believe, and annex rewards to belief, and 
severe penalties to unbelief, then they are most wicked 
and immoral], because they annex rewards and _ punish- 
ments to what is involuntary,and therefore neither reward- 
able or punishable.’ It appears, then, very plainly un- 
reasonable and unjust to command us to believe any doc- 
trine, good or bad, wise or unwise; but when men com- 
mand us to believe opinions, which not only have no tend- 
ency to promote virtue, but which are allowed to com- 
mute or atone for the want of it, then are they arrived at 
the utmost pitch of impiety; then is their iniquity full; 
then have they finished the misery, and edmpleteéd the de- 
struction of poor mortal ma: : by betraying tlhe interests 
of virtue, they have undermined and sapped the founda- 
tion of all human bappines od how treacherously and 
dreadfully have they betrayed ic > A gil’, well applied ; 
the chattering of some unintelligible sounds called creeds . 
an unfeigned assent and consent to whatever the church 
enjoins, religious worship and consecrated feasts; repent- 
ing ena death bed ; pardons rightly sued out; and abso- 
lution authoritatively given, have done more towards ma- 
king and continuing men vicious, than all the natural 
passions and infidelity put together ; for infidelity can on- 
ly take away the supernatural rewards of virtue; but 
these superstitious opinions and practices, have not only 
turned the scene, and made men lose sight of the natural 
rewards of it, but have induced them to think, that were 
there no hereafter, vice would be preferable to virtue, and 
that they increase in happiness as they increase in wick- 
edness; and this they have been taught in several religious 
discourses and sermons, delivered by men whose authority 
was never doubted, particularly by a latg reverend pre- 
late, I mean Bishop Atterbury, in his sermon on these 
words: “{f in this life only be hope, then we are of all 
men most miserable”; where vice and faith ride most lov- 
ingly and triumphantly together. But these doctrines of 
the natural excellency of vice, the efficacy of a right be- 
lief, the dignity of atonements and propitiations, have, be- 
side depriving us of the native beauty and charms of 
honesty, and thus cruelly stabbing virtue to the heart 
raised and diffused among men a certain unnatural pas- 
sion, which we shall call religious hatred; a hatred con- 
Stant, deep-rooted, and immortal. All other passions rise 
and fall, die and revive again; but this of religious and 
pious hatred rises and grows every day stronger upon the 
mind as we grow more religious, because we hate for 
God’s sake, and for the sake of those poor souls too, who 
have the misfortune not to believe as we «do, and can we 
in so good a cause hate too much? The more thoroughly 
we hate, the better we are; and the more mischief we do 
to the bodies and estates of those infidels and heretics. 
the more do we show our love to God. This is religious 
zeal, and this has been called divinity ; but remember the 
only true divinity is humanity. W. Pitt. 


The charms and comforts of virtue are inexpresible ; 
and can only be justly conceived by those who possess 
her. The consciousness of Divine approbation and sup- 
po t, and the steady hope of future happiness, communi- 
cate @ peace and joy,to which all the delights of this 
world bear no resemblance. 





Polewical. 











FOR THE CHRISTIAN INTELLIGENCER, 


TO ARMINIUS. 

Sir—The apology which I have to offer, why you have 
not before this received an answer to your last letter to 
me, is this ; in consequence of the late irregular publica- 
tion of the Intelligencer ; together with some private en- 
gagements of my own ; it has not been possible for me to 
get a communication intothe paper, before the present 
number. You will therefore please not to impute the late 
appearance of this, to an indisposition to notice your let- 
ter; or to aconviction, that it could not be readily an- 
swered. 

Since you profess to have replied to my last,ina 
“* methodical” manner, dividing your communication into 
four parts ; I shall proceed to notice briefly, those divi- 
sions accordingly as you have arranged them. But inthe 
onset, I must observe, in order to confirm a note made by 
the editor, repelling a charge which some of his enemies 
have made, relative to his being the author of the letters, 
signed “ A UNIVERSALIST,” that he is no more the writer 
of them, than lam of your communications, or indeed of 
any other writings which I never saw “till they appeared 
in print. In short, the writer of these articles has not the 
honor of being the editor of the Intelligencer. 

‘irst. “ You blow up quite a cloud of dust,” to shel- 
ter yourself from the charge, justly made against you, of 
having arrogated to yourself the sacred honors of divine 
inspiration. You endeavor to excuse yourself, by sing- 
ing to me the Syren song of invitation ; endeavoring to 
persuade me to acknowledge the same of myself, which 
you have asserted to be true of yourself; and thereby to 
get me into the same dilemma. You ask me, if I am not 
also willing to acknowledge, that I am dictated, im what I 
write by the Spirit of God ? Should I give you, as you de- 
sire, an affirmative answer; I am aware thatthe nextl 
might hear from you, would be the song of rejoicing—- 
“ How we apples swim!” If you have gotinto a difficul- 
ty, lam cerjainly willing to help you out; but I cannot 
consent to do it by gratifying you so much, as to involve 
uyselfin the same. The best way for you to relieve 
yourself, I believe, will be to acknowledge that you have 
done wrong in charging the Holy Spirit, with your incon- 
sistencies. When you involve yourself in difficulty again, 
do not say you were * led” into it by the Spirit of God,” 
and you wiil be less exposed to unpleasant consequences. 

Secondly. You chaige me with neglect to notice, what 
you call,** the main subject of dispute between us.” It 
is neW to me, to learn that there és a main subject of dis- 
pute ; andI am happy to ascertain from you, what it is. 
As near as I can learn, you want me to dispute” “What 
we understand by salvation as the gift of God; and also 
what we understand by the reward of works.” You made, 
it is true, some assertions concerning this, in a former let- 
ter, which I did not particularly notice ; because, it.is the 
proof and not the ipse dizit, with which I concern myself. 
The proofs which you suggested, I did not pass by ; but 
stated that you had mistaken, in calling them scripture. 
I told you that, those passages were notin the Bible ; and 
called on you to produce them, ifI was incorrect. This 
you have not done. They are as follows: “.9%s death 
leaves them, so judgment will find them,” and “ there is no 
repentance after death ;” and again, “ If ye die in your 
sins, whither Iam going ye never shall come.” When you 
will give tothe ideas, which you advanced at that time, a 
sufficient importance, by proving that those texts which 
you quoted as the foundation of your faith, are in the bi- 
ble ; (and you say, you have read them, and heard them 
quoted more times than I am years old) I promise you, 
that you shall not again have occasion to say, that I have 
said * just nothing” upon “ the main subject in dispute.” 

Your third particular contains an acknowledgement of 
your own inconsistency in giving your preference to those 
Calvinistic ministers, who “ preach one doctrine and be- 
heve another,” * Still we must remember,” continue you, 
* that on accountof the Revivats, &c. which take place 
under their labours and preaching, we must acknowlege 
they are owned and blessed of God.” Here, it is proba- 
ble that you and I, my friend, may differ. I have vot so 
much confidence in their revirals, as you call them, as you 
seem to have. I fear that they are generally produced by 








mere human artifice and violent exertions, which produce 
the so much boasted results, by feeding the passions ard 
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starving the understanding. 1 cannot receive these revti- 
vals, as the evidence that “ they are owned and blessed of 
God ;” until Ican also believe, that “ God owns and 
blesses them,” for “ preaching one doctrine and believing 
another ;” for this is the very way that they are known to 
succeed most, in producing them ! 

Fourthly. You enjoin it upon me, to “ do away. ifyou 
can the force of John viii. 24. *Ifye die in your sins,’ 
&c. and you greatly weaken the evidence for end!ess mis- 
ery.” .Inthis text you-say, “.weare_expressly told, that 
the finally impenitent shall never enter heaven. They 
shall never go to that blessed Lord, who is seated at the 
right hand ef God in glory.” This phrase, which you 
have so often triumphantly produced, though it is not in 
the Bible, you seem to rely upon as the grealest evidence 
ip favor of the uomerciful doctrine of endless torture. I 
might with the greatest propricty, forbear any remarks up- 
on what you have said aboys ; but asyou may probably 
continue to challenge me with that unscriplural text ; 
and as you and your denemination generally seem to 
misconstrue the scriptures, from which | suppose you have 
gathered that famous text ; I shall proceed here, to state 
what the scriptures do say, and to show you briefly where 
your error lies. See John viii. 21. “ I go my way and ye 
shall seek me, and shai/ die in your sins: Whither 1 go, 
ye cannot come. Then said the Jews, will he kill himself, 
because he saith—Whither I go ye cannot come? And 
he said unto them, ye are from beneath, 1 am from above, 
&c. I said therefore unto you, That ye shall die in your 
sins ; for if ye believe not that lam he, ye shall die in 
your sins.” All this, you will perceive, is very different 
from saying “ If ye die in your sins, whether I am going 
ye cannot come,” The conjunction if is not affixed to 
* die,” but to “ believe.” It is not if you die in your sins, 
whether I go ye cannot come ;” but * t/ye believe nol that 
Tam he, ye shall die in your sins.” ‘ Whither I go ye 
cannot come” is another and a separate declaration,which 
2s subject to no conditions. There isno “if” about it ; 
neither is it a condition of dyiog in sin, as your imaginary 
self-created text makes it. But you will te!! me—All who 
do not believe will die in their sins ; and all who do not 
believe are assured, that “whether I go ye cannoc come ;” 
how then will you have thein,in heaven ? Here let me in- 
quire. To whom did Christ address himself. Answer. 
To the Jews. Are they not assured that, where Christ 
has gone they never can come? Yes, say you, and that is 
proof positive that they never will be saved. But you 
believe *hat the apostles and all christians will be saved ’ 
Surely youdo. ‘Then I will call your attention to John 
xili, 33, where Christ tells his disciples Ye shall seek 
me; and as I said unto the Jews; Whither I go ye can- 
not come, so now I say unto you.” Now dear sir, when 
you will tell me how you get Christ’s disciples into heav- 
en, then I will tell you how I believe the Jews also will 
be saved. Inthe mean time, remember the words of 
Pau! : * All Israel (Jews) shall be.saved.” 

By this time you will begin to conclude, that your favor- 
ite text does not answer your purpose; and perhaps you 
are disposed to inquire, how these difficulties can be ex- 
plained ? ThatI might leave for youto do; and shall so 
Jeave it for the present, after having given you a few hints 
to improve upon. And first, remember forever hereafter ; 
that * Whither I go ye cannot come” is not stated as a 
consequence of dying in sin. It isa positive declaration, 
made both to the unbelieving Jews and to the®Christian 
disciples. Again, you suppose that *to die in sin” means 
a literal dezth of the body. But surely you ought to 
Stop and inquire : * Who then can be saved?” for no sin- 
ner (and * allhave sinned”) ever died a natural death, 
destitute ofsin. According to the scriptures, those who 
die in their sins are those who believe not. * If ye believe 
not(i. e. in the present tense) ye shall die,” &c. Of course 
such as do believe will nofdie this death, Now lookat 
the 51 verse of this same 8th chap. “If a man keep my 
sayings, he shall never sce death.” Here the believer is to 
avoid the same death, which the unbeliever experiences. 
But will you now say, itis the death of the body? Will 
not the believer die naturally ? Yes. Then itis evident. 
that the death to be avoided or to be experienced, is not a 
natural one, as you and thousands of others have erroue- 
ously supposed. 

By this time, I think you will agree with me, that “ to 
die in sins” is the same as the apostle speaks of, when he 
says, “ And you hath he quickened, who were dead in ires- 
passes and in sins.” “ When sin revived, I died.” “ To 
be carnally minded is death.” From this death, it is pos- 
sible for God to raise even the unbelieving Jews. Eph. ii. 
4,5,6. “But God, who is richin mercy, for his great 
love wherewith he loved us, even when we were dead in 
sins, hath quickened us together with Christ, (by grace 
are ye saved,) and hath raised us up together, and made 
us sit together in heavenly places in Christ Jesus.” And 
when these Jews, whom he addressed, come to know 
Christ, or to believe in him, ‘hey will be “ delivered from 
this body of sin and death.” That even they will thus 
kcow him, we are informed by Christ himself, in the same 

chapter, and in four verses following the text upon which 
I have been commenting, Thea said Jesus unto them 
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(the Jews) When ye have lifted up the Son of Man, then 
shall ye know, that Lam he.” Again, John xii.32. “And 
I, if I be lifted up from the earth, will draw ail men unto 
me.” John vi. 44. 45. “ No man can come tome except 
the Father which hath sent me draw him ; andI will raise 
him up at the last day. It is written in the prophets, And 
they all shall be t of God. Every man therefore, 
that hath heard, and hath learned of the Father, cometh 
unto me.” 

I could pursue this pleasing subject longer, but my time 
and limits at present, forbid. I shall conclude, by inquir- 
ing whether you are willing now to acknowledge, that this 
explanation has * greatly weakened the evidence for end- 
less misery ?” I shall also expect you to refer me, in your, 
next, to the places where I may find ¢hose texts (upou 
which you ground your faith) which you assested and I 
denied were in the bible ; and lastly, Linsist upon an an- 
swer to the former unanswered question. ‘ Did Adam 
and Eve surely die upofi the day of transgression, as God 
declarea they should; or did they nof as the devil prom- 


ised them, and limitatians now maintain ?” 
A UNIVERSALIST. 





FOR THE CHRISTIAN INTELLIGENCER. 


REMARKS 
On the Communication of “‘Cyprian,” relative to 
ORIGEN. 


“ CYPRIAN” professes to demonstrate by the case of 
Origen, that Universalism canuot have been revealed to 
mankind by the Son ef God, or promulgated by the apos- 
tles, or by the primztive preachers of christianity. To do 
this, he relies on the fact that about A. D, 228, Origen 
directed that Universalism should be kept as a secret 
from all who had not made high attainments in divine 
knowledge. From this fact he draws the following con- 
clusions, viz. Origen’s advice to keep this doctrine as a 
seciet from the generality of christians, proves that it was 
not generally known among them in his day ; and this 
proves that it was not preached by the apostles, as it 
would have been impossible, in the course of one hundred 
or one hundred and fifty years, to have exterminated a 
doctrine preached by them, without producing a great 
contention in the church, some accounts of which must 
have come down to us. Such is + Cyprian’s” argument. 

Now this argument, however plausible it seem, is op— 
posed to facts,and to the opinion of the most judicious 
historians. There were sentiments broached and re- 
ceived in the chureh, contrary to the apostolic doctrine 
even within a hundred years after the death of St. John ; 
wnd no accounts have reached us of any contentions 
which their establishment excited. Not more than ten 
or fifteen years after the death of St. John, or between 
A.D. 106 and 116, one of the most eminent of the Apos- 
tolical Fathers, taught as implicit obedience to ministers 
as the Church of Rome demands for her clergy. The doc- 
trine of the Chiliasts appears to have been universally re- 
ceived in the church from about A. D. 140, till Origen’s 
time. The doctrine of the annihilation of the wicked 
was avowed by the distinguished christian father, Justin 
about A. D. 160, and by the no less distinguished Irenex- 
us,in 177. Not to proceed with a catalogue, of which it 
would be difficult to find the end, it is notorious that the 
style of writing, the manner of treating subjects, and th: 
train of thinking, among christians, underwent an aston 
ishing change between the days of the apostles, and the 
end of the second century. I do not think taat one whe 
reads the writings of those times without an improper 
veneration for autiquity, will lay it down as an axon 
that. the prevalence of 4 doctrine, say at the year 206 
proves that it was taught by the apostles ; or that the 
general ignorance of a doct)ine at that time, proves that it 
Was not taught by them. Nor is this opinion singular : 
Mosheim strongly censuree the Christian fathers of the 
second century for adducing as proofs the decisions of 
those bishops who ruled the apostolic churches ; and his 
learned translator, Dr. Maclaine says, in reference to 
writers in the beginning of the third century, “ we scarce- 
iy Know any case in which the plea of prescription can 
be admitted as a satisfactory argument, in favor of reli- 
gious tenets or articles of faith, unless by prescription be 
meant, a doctrine’s being established in the time, and by 
the authority of the apostles. In all other cases, preserip- 
‘ion is no argument at all.” People are not apt to con- 
tend very strenuously for the establishment of a rule 
which will overthrow their own ‘favorite tenets : Now, if 
* Cyprian” is a Calvinist or'Hopkinsian, as is suspected, 
he ought to remember that Aésdoetrine of election and 
reprobation was unknown in the Christian Charch till af- 
ter the year 400; und that Ais manner of distinguishing 
between the natural and the regenerated man, together 
with his view of the mature of conversion, was unthought 
of, till long afterwards, I know not when. 

Let us now attend to the matier of fact on which 
“ Cyprian” founded what he thinks a demonstration, &c. 
I must here say a word or two concerning that para- 


graph in * The Life.of Origen,” in which the fact alluded 





to, is stated. I there observed, “ itis siated, howe 
that Origen directed that the doctrine of Univerga; te 
toration should be kept as a secret,” &c. I did not “nt 
know what Origen meant by this advice; nor do] n = 

. Ow 
know. Indeed, I do not know that this was the aqy; 
which he gave ; for [ have never read this in Origen’; hr 
writings. Nor did I state it as a matter of posifiye Tact 
I stated, “ it is said, that? &c. My authority was, ] 
think, Dr. Chauncey, Dr. Burnet, and the author ofa 
| Preface -to.a Treatise of Jeremiah White. Now the rea] 
fact is, that whatever advice Origen gave on this POint, he 
himself did not hesitate repeatedly to make this doctrine 
as public as his writings could make it; and this to, 
when he knew that his instructions were eagerly sought 
by all classes from. the Prince to the slave, from bishops 
to. private christians, and from the philosophers to the 
barbarians. He knew that his theological fame ja) 
awakened the utmost interest from Africa and Italy 1, 
the regions bordering on the Euxine and the Euphrate; . 
and yethe did not hesitate to suffer the doctrine in ques. 
tion to go forth under the powerful sanction of his naine, 
But here “ Cyprian” says that * the work in which Upj. 
versalism is advanced,” (by which I suppose that hy 
means Origen’s Book of Principles) “ does not appear t) 
have been circulated till after his death.” What author. 
ity has * Cyprian” for this novel assertion? Will he 
come forward, and inform us where, and by what, this 
appears 2 No, Mr. Editor, I venture to predict that he 
will not. If he can do it, he may certainly add one fac 
to those that are geneially known concerning Origen’s 
Life. Could he, howeyer, adduce any authority for his 
assertion, it would not alter the general fact under con. 
sideration ; for Origen published the doctrine of Univer. 
salism in other works, besides his Book of Principles, 
He published it in his Homilies on Leviticus ; in his 
Homilies on Numbers; in his Homilies on Ezekiel; jn 
his Tracts on Matthew; inhis Tracts on John ; in his 
Book against Celsus ; and in how many other works, | 
know not, 

Some notice ought to be taken of the following passage 
in “ Cyprian’s” communication : * The work in which 
Universalism is advanced, does not appear to have been 
circulated tiJl after his death, when his real or supposed 
errors were condemned.” I do not know what “ Cyprian” 
meant by this , but he would be generally understood to 
mean, that as soon as Origen’s works which contain the 
doctrine of Universalism were circulated, that doctrine 
was condemned. Now the fact is, we have no account 
of any sentence of condemnation passed on Origen’s doe- 
trine, till about 150 years after his death. Even then, 
it was chiefly his notion concerning the Trinily, that 
drew upon him the censure of the church ; if we ought 
not rather to impute it all to thequarrel of Jerome with 
his rival, who happened to be a professed admirer of Ori- 
cen. It is true, that histosians generally believe that in 
the year 353, which was 201 years after Origen’s death, 
his doctiine of the Universal Restoration was condemned 
by the Fifth General Council held at Constantinople. 

To conclude: “ Cyprian” does not seem to be aware 
that Universalism was taught in the Church before Ori- 
gen’s time. Clemens Alexandrinus, the most learned of 
the christian fathers before Origen, taught it in 194; and 
there is a book extant, allowed to have been written by 
a christian, about A. D. 130, or at the latest, between 


that ime and A. D. 180, in which this doctrine is assert: 
ed, MARCUS. 





FOR THE CHRISTIAN INTELLIGENCEF 


EXAMINATION, &c. 
CONTINUED. 


That the objections to Mr. Tripp's exposition of those 
passages which designate the number of * the witnesses, 
to which we referred in the concluding paragraph of our 
last communication, are well founded, we shail attempt 
to prove, by the following arguments. ; 

1. The number of those witnesses, according to the 
declasation of St. John, is but two ; whereas that of the 
Albigenses,. &c. upon the most moderate calculation, 
exceeded a milion. Now by what mode of compu- 
tation a million witnesses can form “ two witnesses, We 
confess that we are unable to discover. Such computa: 
tions, to say the least, have rather a paradoxical appear 
ance. For what is a witness? Is not a witness @ » 
son or thing bearing testimony to some truth, or 10 the 
occurrence of some event? And does not every person 
or thing thus employed form a separate witness: “4 
it not hence follow that the number of witnesses must 0 
always computed by the number of pefsons or things nef 
ting in their testimony for the purposes just ne" of 
Would any reasonable man adopt any other met oe 
computation? Yet from a rule prescribed by — . 
sense, the system to which we object, supposes 2 aaa 
ed apostle to have departed. We are aware, — . 
that it may be replied that the sects above ane 
may be styled éwo, because they derive their .* aa 
of the truths to which they bear testimony from’ 





, 4 § 
sources, viz. the old and new testaments. What * th 
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but ie other—the channels through which a knowledge 


from i 

-be derived, and the persons who may hnve 
of “e — knowledge through the instrumentality of 
ne channels? If, through the medium of a telescope, 


for example, a knowledge of some vecurrence which took 

ace at a distance, and which could not be perceived 
by the naked eye, could be obtained, would any man 
think of identifying the person making use of such an in- 
strument and who by means of it derived whatever 
knowledge he may possess relative to the supposed fact, 
with the instrument itself : ; 

2, If the sects in question can, in connection with tke 
scriptures, be styled “ witnesses for Christ,” it may be 
supposed that a perfect harmony exists between the doc- 
trines contained in the bible, and the tenets maintained 
by Wickliff and Huss, the Albigenses, &c. — Such a sup- 

osition is natural, For “ witnesses for Christ, and con- 
sequently for the truth, cannot contradict each other, in 
the testimony they bear to doctrines forming either the 
whole, or parts of the sacred code of divine revelation. 
The correctness of the foregoing principles appears to us 
so self-evident, that we should consider an attempt to 
prove the truth of them an insult offered to the under- 
standing of the reader. ae 

3, The least that can. be expected from the histories of 

rsons upon whom such encomiums have been bestow 
ed, is that they would have been good members of socie- 
ty, loyal and obedient subjects to the governments under 
which they respectively lived, and that the propagation 
of the doctrines maintained by them, so far from having 
atendency to disturb the tranquility, and destroy the 
happiness of society, would have been attended by the 
most salutary effects ; in a word, that their general con- 
duct would have formed a model worthy of the imitation 
of succeeding ages. Whether such ideas as we are nat- 
urally Jed to form from the representations given by Mr. 
Tripp and others of the characters of the principal sub- 
jects of this examination, are confirmed by an appeal to 
historical facts, the reader will be shortly able to de- 
termine. For the view with which we shall now 
present our readers, we are chiefly indebted to a work 
entitled ** Letters to a Prebendary,” by Dr. John Milner, 
an eminent Catholic Prelate, now residing in England, 
which was intended asa reply toa publication entitled 
« Reflections on Popery,” by the late Dr. Sturges, Preben- 
dary and Chancellor of Winchester. The work of 
Dr. Milner to which we now allude, it cannot be denied, 
settled the controversy which had been pending between 
two of the most eminent scholars and theologians of the 
age. It has. been spoken of in terms of the highest com- 
mendation by many learned and intelligent protestants. 
It was, in a particular manner, complimented in a speech 
delivered in the British House of Lords, by the late Dr. 
Samuel Horsley, then bishop of St. Asaph, a man, 
who, while living, was justly styled “ the light and glory” 
of the Anglican church. 

Dr. Milner introduces his accuunt of the Albigenses, 
Turlupins, Beghardi, &c. by observing, p. 76, that s*in 
the catalogue of errors which have prevailed in different 
ages, there was one of a most impious, perfidious, and 
infamous nature.” He then furnishes a coneise view of 
the origin, history, and doctrines of the ancient Mani- 
cheans, to whose errors he proves the above mentioned 
sects to have adhered. He further observes, “ ‘The lead- 
ing tenet of this system: was, the doctrine of two princi- 
ples or deities, one the author of good spirits, the New 
Testament, &c. ; the other, of the flesh, of the old law, 
and of the Old Testament. Hence, by a necessary con- 
Sequence, flowed the impieties and abominatious already 
alluded to, which all cotemporary writers, and the judi- 
cial acts still extant, prove to have been held by the 
Manicheans, their denial of Christ’s incarnation, their 
defiling the volumes of the bible, and the plate of the al- 
tar, their avowed system of perjury, their condeinning the 
use of allanimal food as impure, and still more the propa- 
gation of mankind, as concurring to the work of the evil 
deity, whilst they Jet loose the reins to every sensuality 
which was not productive of that important end.” [They 
also prohibited marriage, by denying that salvation 
could be obtained io a state of wedlock. | “ This error. 
like most others, branched outinto a variety of sects, and 
assumed different names. It was translated into France, 
Italy, and Spain, from Bulgaria, in the tenth and elev- 
enth centuties, from which circumstance its adherents 
obtained the general name of Bulgari, a name which has 
ever since continued to denote persons addicted to the 
iif#mous practices with which they were infected. They 
were also called in different times and places, Albigenses. 
Poplicoli, Paterini, Cathar, Bogomili, Turlupins, Beghar- 
Cl, Brethren of the Free Spirit, &c. [In the twelfth cen- 
tury, this destructive sect made its appearance in Eng- 
land, but did not succeed there, the apostles of it bein- 
abandoned with abhorrence by all mankind.) Confiding 
'n their numbers, and in the power of their protector: 
the Counts of Thoulouse, Foix, &c. they proceeded tc 
Propagate their opinions by the sword, burning dows 
churches and roonasteries, and perpetrating indiscrimi- 
Date slaughter on all ages, degrees, and sexes.” 
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Such is the representation which this learned aud able 
writer has given of the above sects, the defence of 
which, after a faint effort to save their credit, his no less 
learned and able opponent was compelled to relinquish. 
At the request of several distinguished members of the 
established church, and particularly at the solic ita- 
tion of Bishop Horsley, who made a personal application 
to him for that purpose, Dr. Milner was dissuaded from 
pursuing the advantages he had undeniably gained over 
his rival by a continuation of the controversy. 

The authorities upon which the foregoing charges are 
grounded, are Rainerus, Hovoden, Matthew Paris, the 
Acts of the Council of Albi and Lateran, William of 
Brittany, the Protestant Centuriators of Magdeburg, Lim- 
borch, the Dictionary of Dr. Cooper, bishop of Winches- 


ter, a divine of the church of England. To these may ve 


added Mosheim, Eccles. Hist. vol. iii. p..284, Maclaine’s 
translation. [N. B. It is the Englis& edition of the 


work last noticed to which Dr. M. refers his readers. 
EXAMIN R. 
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‘S] AM SET FOR THE DEFENCE OF THE GOSPEL.”’ 


LAW RELIGION—agarn. 

We offered some brief remarks, not long since, on the ma- 
neuvres in the State of New-York, preparatory to the estab- 
lishment of a religion by law. Allusion was had to the very 
modest and pious acts of Secretary Yates, Superintendent of 
their common schools. Though we make no pretensions to 
the gift of prophecy or divination, we expressed an opinion 
that his recommendation was designed to prepare the way for 
something more authoritative, but directed to the same point ; 
and we were not mistaken. For the same superintendent 
has since commanded the officers of common schools, through- 
out the State, to assemble the chikdren of each town, for cel- 
ebrations, and that religious exercises be established among 
them. He extols Dr. Proud/it, of Salem, N. Y. as the super- 
latively praiseworthy author of the benevolent plan, for es- 
tablishing that kind of religion by law ; and renews his offi- 
cial recommendation that schools be supplied with Tracts, 
either from the public funds, by private denation, or by sel- 
ling tickets to the spectators at the proposéd celebrations. — 
Elated with their success in thus far imposing on the credu- 
lity and goottwature of the people of that flourishing com- 
monwealth, the New-York “ Tract Society have made pro- 
posals to the American Tract Society at Andover, to unite 
in one grand scheme, and take the name of the Nationat 
Tracr Soctety,”’ intending, no doubt, to get their Tracts into 
every school in the United States. “The proposals were 
cordially received,” and are * under consideration.” An 
appropriation of fifty thousaud dollars is spoken of by the 
New York Tract Society, for erecting a building for this Na- 
tional T'ract Society, ‘ corresponding,” say they, “ with the 
other public edifices of New-York.” 

Such is the deep-jaid plan of the ambitious, orthodox cler 
gy, for the establishment of a law-religian, in this country ; 
and unless they are checked and restraifed by the interpo- 
sition of legislatures, and the firm resistance of an enlighten- 
ed public, they will succeed, in defiance of the express pro- 
visions of the National Constitution. Inreadsare daily ma- 
king on the eternal rights of the people, through the instru- 
mentality of a designing, corrupt, and mereenary priestcraft. 
May the Lord in mercy either make the people wiger, or these 
spiritual usurpers, much better. 





EXTRACT OF A LETTER TO THE EDITOR, 


Dated, East Hatley, (4p. Can.) Jan. 1825. 

A sermon was delivered in this place on the 4th ipst. by the 
Rev. Jonathan Woodman, from 2 Pete ii. 9. “ The Lord 
knoweth how to deliver the godly out of temptations, and to 
reserve the unjust antil the day of jadgment to be punished.” 

The speaker, in the firs: piace, undertook to show, how 
nankind became ungodly, which was by eating the forbidden 
ruit; and he observed that the threatening was to be death, 
in consequence of disobedience ; which some were pleased 
to call spiritual death ; aud that all were willing to admit it 
was a “ death in trespasses and sins.” 


— 


In his second proposition, the preacher dwelt on the judg- 
ment and resuriéction of the dead ; remarking, very distinct- 
ly, that all men would be made alive in Christ, in the same 
sense, in which they diedin Adam, which, he said, was tem- 
poral death ; and, consequently, to be made alive in Christ, 
meant nothing more, than to be raised from the dead. And 
yet, said he, ‘it is becoming very popular in our day,for men 
to preach that all men will be saved. ButI have no doubt 
there are hundreds that will sink to endless perdition, for 
preaching this lying doctrine. They are some of the unjust, 
who are reserved unto the day of judgment, to be punished.” 

Now it is not my intention to offér any argument in refuta- 
tion of such confused preaching as the above ; because to the 
understanding of candid, unprejudiced hearers, it carries its 
refutation on its very face. The preacher not only contra- 
dicted himself, by first admitting that the death spoken of 
was spiritual, and then saying it was merely temporal, but he 
subjected himself to severe criticism ; because, if the death 
was temporal, and the being made alive was in the same sense, 
then it follows, tlrat, the resurrection through Christ, will on- 
ly make us such frail, mortal, living creatures as we now are. 
It will not render us immortal. 

Not only so, but the Rev. gentleman has an account to set- 
tle with St. Paul; who not only preached that “God will 
have all men to be saved,” but also, that “ the living God is 
the Saviour of all men,” anc this, Mr. W. calls a“ lying doc- 
trine.”” We must admit, either that St. Paul was unjust in 
preaching that doctrine, or that Mr. Woodman is not justifi- 
able in thus accusing him. Aud which does the common 
sense and reason of man, teach us, is most likely to be the 
case? Isitnot unjust for a public teacher, to accuse St. 
Paul and all others who preach, that God is the Saviour of 
all men, ef holding forth a lying doctrine? I am constrained 
to express my sincere rejoicing, that it is ‘* becoming popular 
to preach this” old fashioned doctrine. Popularity is all 
which is wanting, to insure the co-operation of many who 
now oppose it. A. A. 

—_—_—K—KXKXX—X_—_—__!_* 
To Correspondents.—“EvsiLon” will appear in our 


next. ** CHaAUNCBY” likewise. “X”assoon as conve- 
nient. “SINCERITY” is received. 


ca - <r 
MARRIED, 


In this town, Mr. Nathaniel Moody to Miss Caroline Wood- 
man.—-Mr. Arthur Davis to Miss Sophia Chase. 

By Elder Samuel Rand, Mr. Charles Green to Miss Eliza- 
beth Rand. 

In New-Gloucester, Mr. Daniel K. Littlefield to Miss Dolly 
R. Sawyer. : 





DIED,’ 
] 


In this town, Mr. Josiah Wilson, aged 33.--Miss Prudence 
H. Varnuin, daughter of Gen. P. Varnum, aged 16.--Widow 
Susan Hall, aged 47 —A son of Capt. Charles Alden, aged 2 
years and 5 months.—A daughter of Mr. William Small, aged 
10 months.—A child of Mr. Jabez Clapp, aged 2 years. 

In Westbrook, of a pulmonary complaint, Mr. Samuel 
Cummeus, formerly of this town, aged 37. He has lefta wife 
and three children to deplore his lass. 

In Fairfield, Jan. 28th, Levi Barrett, jr. aged 10 years, the 
only son and youngest child of L. Barrett, Esq. 

In Bath, on the 4th inst. Mr. Amos Lunt, formeny of this 
town, in the 27th year of his age. Mr. L. was a man of re- 
spectable talents and standing {n society, and possessed of an 
affable and engaging disposition. His loss will not only be 
painfully realized by his widowed companion and children, 
by his aged mother who is bereft of her only sow, and his af- 
fectionate sisters, but his loss will be deeply deplored by all 
who were acquainted with his moral excellence and worth. 

In Livermore, on the Ist inst. Rev. Thomas Wyman, of a 
consumption. He wasa preacher of the Baptist persuasion, 
but owing to a feeble state of health, he had been constrained 
mostly to relinquish his ministerial labors, for many years. 
His death will be duly realized by his family and friends ;— 
but they can derive much consolation from the belief that he 
has exchanged worlds to his great and everlasting advantage. 

In Union, on the 4th inst. John Morrell, a son of Col. Johan 
Bachelder, aged 4 years and 5 months. While playing on 
the ice with other smali boys, this promisiug child was drown- 


ed. 
FE REIT RE RS RA 
It has become our painful duty to announce to our fellow- 
citizens, the decease of the Revolutionary Patriot, His Excel- 
lency WILLIAM EUSTIS, Governor of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. He departed this life at his winter resi- 
dence in this city, on Sunday morning last, about 7 o’clock, 

















in the 73d year of his age, after a short but severe illness of 
about a week’s duration.— Boston Patriot of Monday last. 
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FROM THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


INVOCATION TO WINTER. 


From polar worlds, where endless frost 
Has chain’d the ocean to the coast, 
Parent of storms, chill Winter ! rise, 
And roll thy clouds o’er southern skies. 
On Greenvann’s hills, of cheerless white, 
Descend, in mingled storm and night ; 
Burst her tal) rocks, with frightful roar, 
And show’r their fragments o’er the shore. 
Thence rushing on the dark’ning waves, 
Where Hupson’s flood in fury raves, 
Thine ice-fields call, o’er midnight seas, 
To their tremendous revelries. 

Sweep o’er the mountains, ‘from the shore 
Of bleak and barren Laprapor ; 

And sailing down the frozen globe, 
Spread out thy thick-wrought snowy robe 
On Canapa’s extended scene, 

And Brunswick’s hills of evergreen ; 
Till, last, amid our southern skies, 

Thy black’ning tempests frowning, rise. 





Come, Winter, come ! and bring again, 
Health, vigor, pleasure, in thy train. 
The town shall pour its joyous bands, 
In flying cars, along the lands ; 
Who, as they glide o’er hill and dale, 
Shall breathe fresh vigor from thy gale. 
Open Mirth and lively Glee, 
Dance and Revel wait on thee ; 
Labor looks with cheerful smile, 
And even Drudgery rests awhile. 


But chief, O Winter, with thee bring 
‘Thy long and hallowed evening. 
Soon as the short-liv’d day is past, 
We'll close the door and shutters fast ; 
‘The blazing fire shall light the room, 
And books or friends the night consuine ; 
While still, with ceaseless sigh, and slow, 
Descends, without, the drifting snow. 


Come, Winter, come ! and with thee bring 
Thy long and hallow’d evening. Marcus. 


ee a ———_—————$— 





FROM THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


REV. MR. SABINE’S LECTURES. 

(Mr. SaBInE finished his Lectures in reply to Mr. BaL- 
FOUR, on the evening of last Sabbath. After he had 
closed, our friend Dr. ABRAHAM R. THoRpson, of 
Charlestown, delivered the following remarks in relation 
to the subject, which, af our request, he gave us for 
publication.—Eds, 


My Friends—The Rev. Mr. SABINE having now closed 
his lectures, I request the privilege of making a few ob- 
servations to you on the subject of his labors. The Rev. 
Gentleman, of his own free will, offered his services in the 
public papers, to examine and refute Mr. BALFour’s 
Book, provided he might be allowed the use of a pulpit. 
‘This religious Society, in the genuine spirit of free inqui- 
ry, unanimously offered him their pulpit, and you, my 
triends, have patiently and candidly attended the discus- 
sion. Some of you have read Mr. Balfour’s book, but ina- 
ny have attended these lectures who have not read the 
book. Those of you who have read the book, will bear 
me witness, that those who have not, cannot possibly form 
a correct idea of it from Mr. Sabine’s lectures. In justice 
therefore to the cause of truth, to the author of the book, 
and to those who have not read it, I feel constrained to 
state explicitly, but briefly, what the purpose and scope 
of this book are. The object of Mr. Balfour’s book, then, 
from the beginning to the end,is TO SHOW THAT 
HELL WAS NOT A PLACE OF ENDLESS MISERY, 
AS HAS BEEN GENERALLY AND LONG BELIEV- 
ED. This the Author shows incontrovertibly, by a con- 





sideration of all the texts where the words rendered Hell 
in our common version occur. He alse spent two sections 
of the book, in stating a number of facts, that the inspired 
writers did not consider Hell as a place of endless misery, 
nor of any misery in a future state, as has been supposed— 
that no prophet in the Old Testament, nor yet our Saviour, 
nor his Apostles, in the New, ever used the word Hell to 
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express a state of punishment in the future world. He 
also traced the doctrine of Hell, as a place of endless 
misery, to heathenism as its origin—and adduced some 
quotations from believers in the doctrine of hell torments 
to prove it. What then has Mr. Sabine done in refuting 
these things? Did he take up the texts, and show that the 
author of the book had wrested these texts? had pervert- 
ed them? Has he taken up any of the facts, and shown 
them fo be false ?—Or has he even told his audience that 
He believes’ Hell to be a place of endless misery? His 
work was to answer a book, not to make it; but has he 
not in quoting it, altered it, and found constant fault with 
the author, because he did not write the book to suit him? 
He quoted but little of the book; (and two whole sections 
which contain the great body of material facts, he has not 
quoted at all, nor-even alludedto) and when he made 
quotations, he never, in a single sentence, referred his 
hearers to the page, that they might read ard judge for 
themselves. ' 

As Mr, Sabine.has.not fulfilled his engagement to the 
public in refuting the book,—let us advert to what he has 
attempted to do in his discourses. The avowed object of 
Mr. S.’s discourses was to establish a fulure retribulion— 
its endless duration he does not advocate, but stated that 
he would leave every man toform his own opinion as to 
its duration. His orthodox friends he found fault with, for 
preaching hell torments so much, and said it was only the 
weaker part of them that did so. Had the * Author of 
the Inquiry” only advocated a future retribution, all 
would have been well. This was not the object of the 
book, nor is any thing said in it, either affirming or denying 
it. In the Book, theAuthor repeatedly expresses his rea- 
diness to believe the doctrine of endless misery,if it can be 
established from Scripture ; but shows that the texts which 
speak about Hell, have been perverted in support of it.— 
Supposing Mr. S. to have proved beyond all contradiction 
a sulure retribution, this isno answer to the book which he 
undertook to refute. But has he proved this’ Let every 
one who has heard him, say, if he has proved either of the 
two followimg things, which require to be both proved, to 
establish the doctrine of a future retribution. Ist. Has he 
proved that the soul of man, at death,goes to Hades,Scheol, 
Tartarus, or Gehenna, as a place or state of punishment? 
2d. Has he proved that such souls are actually in misery 
there? The most plausible proof he advancéd was, the 
parable of the rich mamand Lazarus. But seemingly at 
a loss in what sense to view it, he first considered ita 
parable, then renounced it, and caHed on the author of 
the book to prove itto be a parable. But the parable says 
not a word about the soul of the rich man in Hades or 
Hell. Unless Mrs S. believes that the soul has eyes, and 
ears, anda tongues &c. in a separate state from the body, 
how can this prove his point? Truly, if we are to become 
believers in a stateof torment in the new life of incorruption 
and immortality, which the glorious gospel of Jesus Christ 
brings to light, as “ the free gift of God, not according to our 
works, but according to his own purpose and grace before the 
foundation of the world;”’ our i Friend Sabine must fur- 
nish some better ground for our faith, than the parable of the 
rich man and Lazarus. That Hades at least sometimes means 
the grave, isnot denied by Mr. S.—and all said in the para- 
ble agrees to the body there, but does not aceord with a spirit 
in a future state, separate from the body. But it may be said 
that Mr. S. has proved a future retribution from the passages 
which speak of a fyture judgment. Yes, he attempted to prove 
this; but did he show from any of those passages that this 
judgment was in a future state? which was the point to be 
proved, to be to his purpose. All the texts he acavanced fell 
short of this; and we were rather surprised, that something 
more plausible was not advanced by him. In short, Mr. S. 
has not only forgotten to meet the facts and arguments of the 
hook, proving that hell is not a place of endless misery, but he 
has failed much more than we expected to establish his doc- 
trine of future retribution. He has neither refuted the book, 
nor established any thing definite in opposition to it. 

Having said thus much about Mr. Sabine’s attempts against 
Mr. Balfour’s book, we must, in justice to our own feelings, 
say something of his treatmentof our friend the author. Those 
who have not read Mr. B.’s book, and have no personal 
knowledge of him, would certainly form a terrible idea of the 
man, from the portrait of him in Mr. S.’s lectures. Mr. B. is 
there charged with sophistry, insincerity and falsehood, with 
denying all penalty or punishment for sin, with abetting and 
upholding all infidelity and all immorality, with first pervert- 
ing, then denying divine revelation,—with attempting to un- 
hinge and throw down the whole moral system, thus to de- 
throne the moral Raler of the universe. Mr.'S. allows Mr. B. 
the best abilities, but then accuses him of the worst designs 
against the best interests both of God and man, and thus 
adroitly hangs himjup between heaven and earth, as fit for 
neither. But my fffends, remember, a good cause is never 
made better by pergonal abuse, and a bad one is always made 
worse. As the best possible refutation of every thing which 
can be said against Mr. B.’s book is to read it; so the best 


possible refutation ef every thing that has been said against | 


the man, is to know him as we do. 

I would now givé notice that Mr. Sabine’s Lectures are to 
be printed, and will be reviewed by Mr. Balfour; and also 
that Mr. B. intends immediately to publish a second edition of 
his book, in a cheaper form. Thus both those books will be 





before the public, within the reach of every man who feels 


disposed to read and examine for himself. And you w; 
me to say, that this subject is one of those things heey 
long to our everlasting peace. What the Rey. Mr. S or > 
Rev. Mr. B. may say, or what any other man, reverend — 
reverend, may say, on this solemn subject, is of little con “4 
quence either to you or me, who are travelling togethe “4 
another world. But what God, our Father in heaven has . = 
in his word, on this subject, is of infinite importance for z. 
rknow. Give me leave, then, to recommend a course to 6 4 
which will be equally just to the cause of truth, to yours > 
minds, and to the Rev. Gentlemen who appear before Gea 
ale in this question. First take Mr. Balfour's book in ton 
and and the bible in the other, and read seriously what M:. 
B. has written, and compare it ¢ritically with the divine test 
mony. Having done this faithfully, then take Mr. Sabine. 
book, and read and compare it in the same manner — then 
judge for yourselves. I ask no more. ier 





MODERN MISSIONARIES. 

The “ Wesleyan Arminian and Christian Instructor,” j, 
remarking on the proposition in the London Literary Gazette, 
of a capital of 20,000,000 pounds for converting the Jews, ob. 
serves : 


‘“* From all the attention we have been able to give the sub. 
ject, we deem this piece of satire to be nearly as just as it js 
severe ; but it would give us great satisfaction to learn to the 
contrary. This monied machine for converting sinners from 
the error of their ways, was unknown to St. aul. He glori- 
ed in that ne had not been chargeable toany, and that he had 
preached the gospel of Christ freeiy ; his own hands minister. 
ing to his necessities while he taught publicly and from house 
to house, with labor and travail, night and day, warning eve. 
ry man and teaching every man, with tears, to turn from idol- 
atry and wickedness, to the worship and service of the one 
living and true God. To promote the glory of God and the 
salvation of men was the great business of his life ; and the 
success of his labors correspond with the purity of his motives 
and the uprightness of his conduct. Marchiug forth thus in 
the plenitude of his great Maker’s strength, darkness fled be- 
fore him ;—idolatry trembled and fell at bis approach ; and 
thousands were by his ministry brought from darkness unto 
light, and from the power of Satan to God. 

‘‘ Such missionaries, and such alone, can succeed in evan- 
gelizing the heathen world. But we have reason to fear, from 
the little success of many of our modern missionaries, that 
they have gone forth without these qualifications, and of course 
without the sanction of the Great Head of the Church ; for 
those whom he calls to this work, he qualifies for it, and 
‘ their labor shall not be in vain in the Lord. The desire of 
their heart shall be granted them, and the pleasure of the Lord 
shall prosper in their hands.’ : 

*“*In whai light must we then view many of our modern 
missionaries in the east, when we consider the following 
statements made by themselves? The Rev. Mr. Adams of 
Calcutta, gives it as his opinion, that there are not more than 
300 converts in all the missionary stations in India. The 
Baptist missionaries of Calcutta, made but four converts in 6 
years labor; and the Independent missionaries, whose re- 
sources were much greater, laboured 7 years and gained but 
one convert. And it is supposed, perhaps not without justice, 
that some if not many of these embraced christianity from a 
love of novelty and motives of interest, rather than from the 
power of renovating faith. 

‘* These are certainly alarming facts to the friends of mis- 
sions ; and it is to be feared that many of those gentlemen 
visit the east rather for the purpose of gaining knowledge than 
that of saving souls ; and the effect is worthy of its cause— 
they reap according to what they sow. But the supporters 0! 
those missionaries would do well to consider these things; aud 
whether it be their duty to support so many travellers in the 
east without some better evidences of their usefulness to the 
cause of christianity. 

“« The faith and.spirit possessed by Paul, by Luther, or by 

Wesley, though entirely destitute of money or friends, would 
not have labored seven years in making one convert. No— 
hundreds, if not thousands, would in that time bave been 
brought to bow to the sceptre of redeeming grace. All the 
gold of Opher and the wealth of America, cannot succeed 19 
converting the heathen. If our missionaries would succeed in 
this great work, they must carry with them the spirit and 
power of Christ ; they must affect less of the gentleman trav- 
eller, and more of the humble servants of all men for Christ's 
sake. 
But money, money, is the cry. Give us money and we 
will convert the heathen. Fatal delusion! The salvation of 
souls cannot be purchased with money. If half the time that 
is spent in begging money for missionary and charitable inst 
tutions, was spent in fervent prayer to God for the power of 
the Holy Spirit to attend our missionary efforts, there would 
be perhaps ten, if not’a hundred souls converted to God, where 
there is oné now.” 
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